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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

Claim 13 is objected to because of the following informalities: 
Claim 13 is recited to be dependent from claim 11. However, claim 13 recites 
"the item screen", which has no antecedent basis if the claim is considered to be 
dependent from claim 11. Claim 12 on the other hand recites "an item screen". 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 

for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 

regards as the invention. 

Claim 15 is recited to be dependent from cancelled claim 14. The examiner 
assumes that the applicant intended to make claim 15 to be dependent from claim 10 
since the cancelled claim 14 was a duplicate of claim 10. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-13 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Williams et al. (US 2003/0055812 A1), hereinafter Williams, in view of Honjo et al 
(US 2001/0056378 A1), hereinafter Honjo, and further in view of Bailey et al. 
(2002/0091690 A1), hereinafter Bailey. 

For claims 1 (a system) and 8 (a method), Williams discloses a computer system 
and corresponding method for identifying a part, the system comprising: 

a scalable database ([0023], [0029]) of identification data sets (data sets stored 
in the tables of Fig.), each data set descriptive of an item (lines 2-5 in [0043]) and 
comprising data for a plurality of alternate numbering schemes (industry reference 
number and casting I.D., lines 1-7 in [0061]) geared toward different segments of an 
industry (different factories of the same part manufacturing industry), a family category 
(516 in Fig. 5), picture files depicting the item (field "Part Img" of parts table in Fig. 5), 
and identification criteria (fields in product table) defined from the family category (Fig. 

5); 

a computer-readable medium (memory 106 in Fig. 1, [0022]); 
a processor (104 in Fig. 1, [0022]) in communication with the computer-readable 
medium and the database; and 
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computer readable instructions on the computer readable medium for execution 
by the processor (lines 1-3 in [0025]), the instructions configured to 

receive user input from an input device and retrieve at least one data set 
descriptive of an item from the database based upon input received ([0042]), 

present a results screen (relational database parts display window 122 of GUI 
display 1 14), the screen including the at least one data set retrieved based upon input 
received ([0042]). 

However, Williams does not explicitly teach each data set comprising data for a 
plurality of alternate numbering schemes geared toward different stages of product 
lifecycle. But, Williams teaches that the user can determine, using his invention, any 
form of factory identification used to identify a part (lines 14-16 in [0061]). This teaching 
not only further clarifies that Williams teaches alternate numbering schemes geared 
toward different segments of an industry, but also at least suggests or makes it obvious 
that any form of or alternate numbering schemes necessitated by different 
considerations can also be incorporated in his invention if needed. Honjo discloses such 
an exemplary consideration. He teaches a method and system for managing parts used 
in fluid machinery, wherein he uses an independent control number (control identifier) 
for each of the parts used in fluid machinery at the plant considering the need to 
manage stocked spare parts (that is, during the aftermarket stage of the products 
lifecycle) ([0054]). Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention to modify the teachings of Williams with that of Honjo 
to incorporate into each of the dataset data for a plurality of alternate numbering 
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schemes geared toward different stages of product lifecycle. The motivation for such 
modification would have been to allow the user to identify a part using any form of 
proprietary post-factory identification (such as, user defined control number for 
independent user stock management, Honjo [0054]) used to identify a part. 

Williams also does not teach that the instructions are configured to present an 
input screen having a plurality of input boxes to a user display screen, including input 
boxes for input of a number scheme. But Honjo teaches using input boxes for input of a 
number scheme (102,104,105 in Fig. 6). Therefore, it would have been obvious, given 
the general knowledge in the art at the time of the invention, for a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to combine Honjo's teachings with that of Williams to present an input 
screen having a plurality of input boxes to a user display screen, including input boxes 
for input of a number scheme. The motivation for combining the teachings would have 
been for searching a part in the database using a number identifier uniquely 
predetermined for the part (Honjo, [0008]). 

Furthermore, although Williams discloses a family wizard (390 in Fig. 3), neither 
Williams nor Honjo teaches presenting a criteria screen to the user where the criteria 
screen provides identification questions that correlate to the identification criteria for the 
corresponding family. Also, regarding claim 8, neither Williams nor Honjo teaches that 
the results screen presents an option to proceed to the criteria screen for the family 
corresponding to the displayed data set. But Bailey discloses a searching technique that 
teaches presenting a criteria screen (Fig. 8A) to the user where the criteria screen 
provides identification questions (120) that correlate to the identification criteria for the 
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corresponding family ([0037], [0084] and [0085]). Bailey further teaches that the results 
screen (Fig. 9A) includes a selectable option (158,159 or 52 and 77 in Fig 9A, note: 77 
is the keyword dropdown list as shown in Fig. 10) for proceeding to a criteria screen for 
the family to which the item belongs. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious, given the general knowledge in the art at 
the time of the invention, for a person of ordinary skill in the art to combine Williams and 
Honjo's teachings with that of Bailey to arrive at the present invention. The motivation 
for combining the teachings would have been for reducing or eliminating the guesswork 
associated with searching by proactively presenting the user with acceptable choices 
and letting the user select from among those acceptable choices and also to provide 
more user control over the specificity of the search (Bailey, [0037]). 

For claims 2 (a system) and 9 (a method), Williams further teaches that the data 
sets descriptive of an item further comprise data selected from a list consisting of 
ownership (in billboard 118), size (part/detail description in Fig. 4), sort code (status in 
Fig. 5), supplier ([0092]) and product line (618 in Fig 6C) of the item. 

For claims 3 (a system) and 1 1 (a method), Williams further teaches that the data 
sets descriptive of an item further comprise data for ownership (in billboard 118), size 
(part/detail description in Fig. 4), sort code (status in Fig. 5), supplier ([0092]) and 
product line (618 in Fig 6C) of the item. 



Application/Control Number: 10/698,631 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2179 

For claims 4 (a system) and 10 (a method), Bailey further teaches that the criteria 
screen further includes a plurality of drop down menus (122,124 and126 in Fig. 8A), 
each menu associated with a corresponding identification question. 

For claims 5 (a system) and 15 (a method), a user device including the input 
device and the user display screen is inherently taught by Williams as being necessary 
requirements for operating the user interface. 

For claims 6 (a system) and 12 (a method), Williams further teaches that the 
instructions are further configured to present an item screen depicting a data set for a 
single item ([0043]). 

For claims 7 (a system) and 13 (a method), Bailey further teaches that the item 
screen (Fig. 10) includes a selectable option (158,159 or 52 and 77 in Fig 10) for 
proceeding to a criteria screen for the family to which the item belongs. 

Response to arguments 

The examiner acknowledges and appreciates applicant's amendments to the 
claims filed on 03/12/2007. 

Based on applicant's remarks pointing out the term "sort code" in paragraph 0042 
of the specification, previous rejections under 35 U.S.C 112, second paragraph for 
claims 2,3,9 and 1 1 , made in the Office Action of 12/1 1/2006, are hereby withdrawn. 
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The examiner also acknowledges that claim 14 has been cancelled by the 
applicant. 

Applicant's arguments presented in the remarks filed on 03/12/2007 have been 
fully considered but are not persuasive due to the following reasons: 

Applicant has amended independent claim 1 and 8 to further recite the limitation: 
"each data set descriptive of an item and comprising data for a plurality of 
alternate numbering schemes geared toward different segments of an industry 
and stages of product lifecycle". 

Applicant argues that Williams teaches using only industry reference number and 
OEM number, as the numbering scheme and that OEM number is not an equivalent 
alternative to the industry reference number. The examiner disagrees since Williams 
teaches an additional numbering scheme, casting number, as an alternate way of 
identifying the parts as disclosed in paragraph [0061]. Such casting numbers are geared 
toward different segments of the industry since a different casting number is used for 
identifying the same part made in different factories, wherein each factory can be 
considered a different segment of the same part making industry. Williams also teaches 
that any form of factory identification can be used to identify a part (lines 14-16 in 
[0061]). Therefore, Williams at least suggests or makes it obvious that any form of or 
alternate numbering schemes necessitated by different considerations can also be 
incorporated in his invention if needed. Honjo discloses such an exemplary 
consideration. He teaches a method and system for managing parts used in fluid 
machinery, wherein he uses an independent control number (control identifier) for each 
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of the parts used in fluid machinery at the plant considering the need to manage 
stocked spare parts (that is, during the aftermarket stage of the products lifecycle) 
([0054]). Even if Honjo teaches using such an independent control number as an 
optional criteria, his teaching combined with that of Williams still makes it obvious to a 
person of ordinary skill in the art that a plurality of alternate numbering schemes geared 
toward different segments of the industry and stages of product lifecycle can be used to 
identify a part for traceability (Williams, lines 1 1-15 in [0060]) or independent user-level 
stock management purposes ([0054]). Therefore, the examiner maintains the previous 
rejections of claims 1 and 8 under 35 U.S.C 103(a) over the prior art of record. 

Because claims 2-7, 9-13 and 15 depend from claims 1 and 8, respectively, and 
because no additional limitations were added to these dependent claims by the 
applicant besides the new limitation added to independent claims 1 and 8, the examiner 
maintains the previous rejections under 35 U.S.C 103(a) over the prior art of record for 
these dependent claims also. 
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Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Rashedul Hassan whose telephone number is 571-272- 
9481 . The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:30AM - 4PM EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Weilun Lo can be reached on 571-272-4847. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
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have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO 
Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 
800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




(Rashedul Hassan) 




